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PRESIDENT: We go now to the special order, c rim1nal c o de ,
LB 35.

CLERK: Mr. Pres1dent, we had acted on two substitute
motions offered by Senator Chambers to those found on
page 733 of the . ournal. There are two more amendments
by Senator Chambers also found in the Journal. I don' t
always know in what order they appear 1n the b111, but
on page 733, Senator Chambers has an amendment as
amendment 44, on page 30, strike lines 7 to 12.

PRESIDENT: The Chair recognizes Senator Chambers.

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Mr. Chairman and members of the Leg1s
lature, I offered an amendment this morn1ng and 1t has
been del1vered to all of the members' desks and I would
take 1t at this point because it is on page 27. .he
others are beyond page 27 and there 1s a copv of the
amendment on the desk of all the members and 1t relates
to section 45 on page 27. Would it be clear and 1ntelli
gible 1 f we took 1t at th~s po1nt?

PRESIDENT: Senator Chambers, excuse us. We would like
to f1gure out some way to label this so that we can keep
them separate . Senator Chambers, our record ind i cate
that we have disposed of five amendments of yours. ~or
purposes of the records and d1scussion, we w111 refer to
this as the Chambers amendment 86, then. Now, w ould t h e
Clerk read it please.

CLERK: His amendment is as follows: Read. (See pame 524,
J ournal . )

SENATOR CHAMBERS: Yes. Members of the Legislature, this
wou' d be sect1on 45 on page 27 . It would begin at 11ne 20,
and the reason I wrote the amendment out in the form that
1t would take, if adopted, so that there would be no con
fus1on as to what the language of the amendment is, and
I want to make clear what the 1ntent and purpose o f t h e
amendment are. The intent of this amendment is to recog
nize what the Legislature has done in sect1on 44 by
11miting the t1me that an abortion can occur after
viability to those c1rcumstances where the 11fe or health
of the nother are in imminent peril of being endanFered.
Currently the law would say that if a doctor performed
an act wh1ch 1s legal and a certain result occurred, he
would be gu1lty of a felony which would mean that a non
negligent, nonintent1onal act would be considered a crime
1n th1s provision and I th1nk it is unconstitutional.
What I was told by certa1n members, including Senator
Dworak, 1f he is here, their concern was that a viable
child might deliberately have 1ts life snuffed out after
emerging from the mother's oody. If that 1s venuinely
what the concern 1s, and not an attempt by subterfuge to
prohibit an abortion at this point, this amendment that
I am offering will do that. Because 1t s a ys , t h e a mend
ment 1s stated in the negat1ve, " no abor t i o n p r o c edur e " .
If we make it an a"f1rmative statement 1t says that 1f
a doctor intent1onally terminates the life of a ch1ld
aborted alive w1th a chance of survival, then that doctor
1s gu1lty of a felony and I th1nk that ought to be the case.
The current language 1s designed to prevent and make 1t a


